Objectives of NATO Actions
NATO's international commitment is based, first of all, on its partnerships. The central objective of extended partnerships is to maintain peace and stability in Europe and neighboring spaces [1] . In Afghanistan, NATO has resorted to military and civilian forces from Australia, Japan, South Korea and other partner countries. Today the region is marked by the issues of North Korea's nuclear arms. In addition, NATO is also involved in the Middle Eastern issue, a "global hydrocarbon reservoir". The United States, in their turn, initiated coalitions in the 1991 Gulf War and the 2003 Iraq intervention. For a while Washington and the allied capitals relied on the military-political restructuring of the region and countering Islamist regimes as well as fundamentalist Islamic organizations. In 2011-2013 an "Arab democracy" was "experienced", partially converted to Islamic fundamentalism. Eventually, it led to a big competition between the Sunnis and the Shia, specifically between Turkey, Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Iran (with its epicenter in Syria). In this context, the political and military offensive of Islamic parties and groups throughout North Africa and the Near and Middle East should also be emphasized [2] .
NATO -Global Commitment
We recall that in 2011, a NATO intervention in Libya was completed. There is an international stabilization force between Lebanon 
Tensions Accumulation in the Eastern and Southeastern Asian Space
A Global NATO will not be able to bypass either the issue of the political and military rise of China in Asia or the role of the alliance between Beijing and and Moscow. While China is increasing its economic presence and strengthening its political relations with ASEAN, President Xi Jinping's tour in Indonesia and Malaysia in October 2013 being a symbol thereof, its relations with some members of the organization have deteriorated because of its inability to negotiate a solution to territorial disputes. These tensions have a lot to do with the strengthening of the diplomatic and military presence of the US in the AsianPacific region, as well as with Japan's investment strategy in Southeast Asia. Although the two great powers that the U.S. and China are, do not have a confrontation like the one between Moscow and Washington during the Cold War, Asia-Pacific and especially Southeast Asia represent a competition space between their influences. Each power seeks to befriend key partners among ASEAN Member States in order to increase their influence, making Southeast Asia a land of Sino-American competition.
Each of the medium and secondary powers in ASEAN has a unique opportunity to maximize their national interests in this competition by playing this game skillfully. ASEAN's official slogan of 2012 "One community, one destiny" appears as a facade behind which significant differences between Member States' strategies hide. Some experts consider that a bipolar system is about to appear in the region but the international system remains unipolar contrary to the will of a part of the academic world and the media, which promotes a so-called G2 (United States -China). The unipolar moment, which started according to Charles Krauthammer in 1991, is maintained despite the unprecedented emergence of China. The US president announced, without taking risks, in his speech on the state of the nation in 2011 that "no rival superpower is against us" [5] , whereas the former Secretary of State Hilary Clinton announced before her departure from the Obama administration in early 2013 that "our military power, the size of our economy, the influence of our diplomacy and the creative energy of our people remain without rival" [6] . However, this does not mean that the US is a global hegemon able to impose its will in the face of all the other states of the international system. Regional subsystems are not entirely a reproduction of the international system. As stressed by Barry Buzan, certain regional subsystems are "subsystems with strong enough international features to be studied in themselves". We estimate that the South Eastern Asian system is characterized today by a bipolarity that is born between the US, which remain the main power of this subsystem, and China -a competitor which makes increasingly more to the fore.
From If the cyber-defensive capabilities are subject to special attention of Western powers, and the People's Liberation Army (PLA) is in the process of rapid modernization, this will only make up for the delay of decades in relation with the American and the Japanese forces. The first aircraft carrier (or more precisely the first modernization of a Soviet aircraft carrier) is not yet fully operational. The military projection capabilities remain limited. American military power exceeds by far Chinese military power in terms of quantity (the US military budget is four times higher than the Chinese) and in terms of quality. In Southeast Asia, these two great powers do not reproduce the US-Soviet Cold War scheme, marked by a confrontation between blocks, but create a new one. The US is and will remain for decades, the region's main military power through its power projection capabilities, but also by means of its regional military alliances (Japan, South Korea, Philippines, Thailand, and Australia). China is and will strengthen its position as the leading economic power, not only by the importance of its national economy, but also by the trade relations in the region, strengthened by the free trade agreement We are witnessing the formation of a double hierarchy in Southeast Asia, every great power seeking to provide guarantees / benefits (security ones -US, economic ones -China) to the countries in the region. The United States has been for decades "the critical variable in the East Asian equation" (Nye, 1995), ensuring its partners and allies against China. China offers the promises of economic development. Examples of this economic leverage are posed by the proposal that the Chinese President made during his tour of South-Eastern Asia in October 2013, to create a development bank dedicated to infrastructures, or a swap agreement with Indonesia to exchange currencies in the order of 100 billion Yuan. In China there are voices that advocate a more offensive use of this economic leverage; the nationalist daily "Global Times" estimated that "any attempt to counter China by resorting to US diplomacy and their military power will have an economic price". This configuration presents major opportunities for Southeast Asian countries. These medium or secondary powers are able to stand up to the great powers. In their interactions and choice of alliances, they must choose between their imposing neighbors because, as pointed out by former Secretary of State Kurt Campbell, "the traditional balance of power calculations still animate interstate relations in East Asia" [7] . For most realistic academic specialist, these medium powers will ally with the weakest or the least threatening of the great powers in order to balance the regional system (balancing behavior). Randall Schweller, a realist, estimates that alliances are motivated "by earning opportunities, as well as by danger, desire as well as by fear", according to their degree of satisfaction through the international / regional system level and the opportunity to align with a dominant power (alignment behavior). Medium and secondary powers in Southeast Asia have the opportunity to not fall into one of these two scenarios. These countries can play a role in the Sino-American competition, receiving security guarantees from the US (balance) and economic benefits from China (alignment).
We estimate that each state's strategy in Southeast Asia depends symmetrically on several factors including their security relations with China (territorial disputes or not) and their regional power. States which benefit the most from the Sino-American competition are ASEAN secondary powers because ASEAN's functioning by consensus gives them the ability to block decisions by exercising their right of veto. Indeed, China and the US seek to gain an "indirect veto right" within ASEAN, offering their support and faith to these secondary powers. The meeting point of strategic issues in Southeast Asia is today the increasing tension in the South China Sea. These tensions reflect the growing opposition between China and the US, the divergences in their regional strategies, but also the differences between Member States and ASEAN. The South China Sea can be taken as a starting point in designating this regional subsystem's lines. Southeast Asia is, strategically, a transit zone between Europe, Middle East and East Asia, two of the three global economic poles. From China's point of view, the region, especially South China Sea, can serve as a strategic buffer zone to protect the coast, the economic center of the country. Names such as "the Asian Mediterranean" or "the Chinese Caribbean Sea" can often be found (In the US, or China is becoming a maritime power, after a long time where it only had the capacity to be a continental power. Moreover, the fact that the imbalance between China and its neighbors in Southeast Asia increases has always been a reality. In addition, if China is more confident in its capacity, as retired General Xu Guangyu highlighted, its territorial claims in the South China Sea have not increased and China continues to comply with the strongly criticized "nine dash line". Peking avoids any internationalization of these territorial conflicts and treats them on a bilateral basis, thus avoiding American mediation. The official position is repeated almost daily by the Chinese Foreign Ministry as follows: "The core issue of the South China Sea sovereignty disputes (...) will be dealt with by direct negotiations between the relevant parties involved. (…) China has always maintained that disputes and differences over the South China Sea should be resolved properly through bilateral negotiations and friendly consultations between relevant countries". This Chinese strategy contradicts the American strategy summed up by Hillary Clinton in one sentence: "We remind the entire region of the irreplaceable role that America plays".
Conclusions
Sino-American tensions in the South China Sea will persist because of the ambiguity of the US asking China to respect the Montego Bay Convention (UNCLOS 1992), without having it ratified, and differences in its interpretation, in particular as regards the Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZ) and the possibility to conduct military exercises there. For China, which has ratified the Convention, a state can not carry out military operations, and therefore espionage, in the territorial waters of another State, including belonging EEZ. For the US, which has not ratified the Convention but refers to it, freedom of navigation in international waters, including EEZ is a basic principle of the Law of the Sea. China understands therefore, to make its EEZ, including the EEZ claimed in the South China Sea, buffer zones, free from all US military presence.
These differences in interpretation are crucial, because there have been numerous military incidents and the risk of escalation is always present. We recall that Washington encourages a coalition of Japan, South Korea and India in order to balance Chinese power. In addition, the US has clear military alliances with Japan, South Korea, Australia, New Zealand, Philippines, Thailand, Taiwan and even Vietnam (unofficial).
